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'VK These prior adversely relationships al^> complicated by the relationships of the 
defendants on this instant cause, the firm and in particular Mr. Williams and Mr. Taft. 

My work is severely critical of tlie Qommission headed by the former Bhief justice. Mr. 
Warren was a close friend of Bef endant WilUamsrSDefendant Taft had been clerk 
to the Chief Justice.^SliSi^ Taft told me that Defendant Williams had hired him at 
the request of the Cjjief Justice. In addition, the Williams firm has represented the 
Central Intelligence Agency. He now sits on the intelligence board appointed by 
IVesident Ford. My work is strongly critical of the CIA. I have had a large number of 
FOIA matters pending itj^oe ^1^ IJbs'jTlagrant violation of FOIA/PA has not 

/Ud to any action by this supposed oversight board. These are among the unusual considera- 

I tions that may figure in this instant cause. In my view they fan further complicate the 

\ position of the Court. 

The vigor of the Williams pursuit of the 5TU interest in court to ray personal knowledge 
has extended to the misleading of a Court in another jurisdiction by persuading it 
falsely that there was an urgent question of "national security" in the right to libel. 

this end Mr. Williams filed a series of comIus?*, conjectural and I believe totally 
invalid affidavits making this spurious claim^ "national security" 
that judge to consider the affidavits ia_qfflieffa. The plaintiff who had been libelled was 
not given the opportunity to examine or refute those affidavits. I have obtained and 
read this affidavits under FOIA. There is no doubt in my mind that this court of another 
jurideiotion was seriously imposed upon and the plaintiff in that matter denied his 
rl^ts by these false representations. 


